JUDGE KOUTRAS;  Would the belt have  stopped completely
had you not turned  loose the roller.

THE WITNESS:       If that roller had stayed  stalled,   it
would have  stayed down.

Q.       You're  saying that  it started  slipping  and  con-
tinued slipping for a long period of  time  before  it
would come to a complete halt.     Is  that what you're
saying?

A.       I am saying the belt can stop that  roller  and
then the belt  can move  like Mr.   Sloan  said.     When   it
stalls,  there's a lot of tension and it  could roll
backwards and  if  that roller moves  the belt  continues
to start itself up.     It could  start  itself  over and
over.

Q.       Why would this  be a violation of  the  regula-
tions?

A.       I can't answer that,
lines.

We don't have  any guide-

In explaining the guidelines  that he follows   in
finding that citations  2124098 and  2124099,  were
"significant and substantial"   violations,  Mr.   Teel  stated
as follows   (Tr.   163-164):

Q.       Specifically,   in making a determination of
whether a condition  is  significant  and substantial.
What goes into making that determination?

A.       First,   it has to be a serious-type violation.

Second,   they have informed us  that when we find
the conditions,   we have  to take  that  too.     It's  not
going to be corrected.     It's  going to stay there.

Third,   if  it's  reasonably  likely that  a  health
and  safety hazard could be  caused  by  it,   and  taking
into consideration that criteria,   if  it's  reasonably
likely that  it  is  going to contribute  to  health  and
safety hazards,   it's not going to be  corrected  and I
have no other  choice but  to mark  it S&S.lf.
